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Are Soviets viola! ing SALT If (guideline 


US worries about activity at SS-1 6 test sites i 
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; Staff correspondent ofThe Christian Science Monitor - 

i, ... . _ •* >. •; s : .• ! . . . Washington 

r.ven as ^resiacnt Reagan proposes a new nuclear weapons treaty 
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Carter administration may be unraveling. ,._ 4 . ,. t 

The United States and Soviet Union are hot obligated to adheret(>J 
Oie SALT n treaty that was signed in 1979 by President Carter and I 
Soviet President Leonid Brezhnev. The* treaty was never ratified bv * 
the US Senate. ' ‘ ± ■ s .*^4; i-' * j 

But until recently; the Reagan administra tion was saying* that it-* 
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did. In Senate testimony on May 11. Secretary of State Alexander M. - 
Haig Jr_added that the two sides were in substantial co mpliant with t 
toe strategicarms limitation treaty (SALTII). \\ ''L - . _ ’T' : 4 

But other State Department officials say that the Soviets are taking J 
actions which seem to constitute a break.with.the. treaty.^--*— — -J 
; • State Department of ficials were reluetant to discuss'what th evde- I 
_sgj?bed as “supersensmve • intelUgence reports on new Soviet a ctions i 
that could mark an intensification of the nuclear arms race. B ut one 1 ’ 
official did confirm that ••some recent activity’' at test sites for Soviet" ■ 
16 missiles was disturbing to intelligence analysts. There was con-’ 
siderable debate over how to Interpret this a ctivity. Some analysts 
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i sites to test i 
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r - were reported to believe that the Soviets were usi ng these w , 

a new type or intercontinental ballistic missile. The i&lt mlssilg^ ! 
supposed to be banned under the SALT n. treaty. T * 


M«*wwMwicuiai uflmauy uusaAie. 

.. « to be banned under the SALT CL treaty. 

Ihe Soviets were also reported to be encrypting — or encoding - ! 
t information transmitted back to earth from tests of submarine- 
launched Typhoon NX-20 missiles. Under SALT H. this type of activity : 
” would have been prohibited, at least incases where it impeded the! 

verification of compliance with provisionsof the treaty. ! 

• A former director of an advisory committee on arm? control in the i 
. .r a . r f er a _1? ,tl !i tra .^ on ’ meanwhile, has charged that, by not seeking 


.^ormitf approval^o'f toeSALT nlraty'~Uw' 

• Reagan administration' is actually encourag- 
fag the Soviets to “break out” of the nuclear! 
weapons limits imposed by that treaty; . &;.7| 

William E. Jackson Jr^ now' a -guest 
scholar withltfae Brookings Ins titution, told 
the Monitor that the US now has evidence that 
the Soviets are developing two new ICBMS 
possib^rasa “hedged against a breakdown in 
toe antts-control processr-The SALT H treaty 
allows for only one new type of ICBM, not two. 

Mr. Jackson-also said that the- Soviets' 
were running “simulated tests” of SS-18 mis-; 
riles apparently designed tocanymore than , 
10 warheads. The SALT tttreatv sets a limit 
of 10. ' * " • . " - ■'»£ .'' iSSS-'C. 

In his testimony before the Senate commit-?- 
tee. Secretary Haig said that there were “se- 
rious flaws” in toe SALT ..n treaty. The 
Reagan administration has been particularly 
concerned that toe treaty allows the Soviets to 
retain a sizable IGBJV1 force with at least the 
theoretical capability of destroying ;the US 
. land-based missile force to a “first strike.”. 
President Reagan’s new proposal would sub-J 
stantially reduce the Soviet stockpile of big 
land-based missiles. >'? ■/ 

Secretary Haig said that the US.' : mea^ 
while, must modernize its nuclear forces in. 
order to convince toe Soviets that they must 
< negotiate a new strategic arms-control Agree- 
ment along the lines of the Reagan proposal 
.disclosed May 9. £ . . * ‘ 

£ v In other developments on^y 
y • Tbe SovlAt .Union’s Tass news agency- 
i'denounced toe Reagan proposals asamianeu-1 
{ ver designed to improve the administration’s' 
r image - and - to. ccamouflage- its V-delay '-‘in : 
formuiating an arms control package. -Y • ^ 

J- - • Tpnner Secrriary of State- Cyrus R. 
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c US self-toterest in limiting nuclear arms as 
t%well,. As -the need 'to counter , Soviet! 
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• Four former officials who helped to 
gotiate arms control agreements under pre- 
^vious. administrations gave a tentative eri- 
f dorsement to the Reagan proposal of May 9, 

J saying that it marked a useful first step. Wil- 
( .liam G-Hyland. Jan Lodal. Joseph S. Nyejr.j? 

:-" and Walter Slocombe — all members of a 
Panel from the Carnegie Endowment for In- 
t fernationa] Peace — said they spoke as fad!-; 

■ , viduals and not asa panel. * *. 
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